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Up against the laws: Burnsall strikers

Unshackl
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our unions!

FIRST SPAIN, then Germany, now
France: all over Europe workers have
been taking industrial action that would
flout the vicious anti-union laws im-
posed by the British Tory government.

The French lorry drivers’ action, blocking
main roads, should remind us of the trial of
strength thatenabled Thatcher toimpose those
laws.

In Britain during the 1984 miners’ strike,
TUC leaders sat back and watched as police
blockaded whole mining villages — and
stopped cars on motorways on the slightest
suspicion that they might have been carrying
NUM pickets. They watched the NUM se-
questered, they watched pickets beaten and
they did nothing.

Then the same TUC leaders watched as the
printworkers and P&O seafarers were picked
off, isolated and defeated. Ever since that time

the trade union leadership has been on the
retreat, and the membership under fire.

Workers, like the women at Burnsall’s in
Smethwick, who stand up and strike for their
rights now face a battery of anti-union laws
that are among the most repressive in the
world, and ‘new realist’ union leaderships
determined to do nothing to challenge them.

The only concerted campaign to break and
destroy this legislation is the Unshackle the
Unions campaign, organised by the Socialist
Movement Trade Union Committee.

Its conference in London on July 18-19 will
discuss the fightback against the new manage-
ment offensive. It will be addressed by Arthur
Scargill, and by Tony Benn, and is sponsored
by leaders of the Bakers” union, the Furniture
union and a host of trade union bodies. It offers
the only immediate hope of organised support
to workers in struggle.
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Over 500 attended Leeds Labour Left Conference
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Witch-hunt resumes
in Lambeth

By suszended councillor
Steve French

JUST WHEN you thought it

might be safe to dare say the

word ‘socialism’, the witch-

hunt is underway again.

There was a brief stand-off,
whilst bureaucrats rigged the
selection of Labour candidates
and lost the general election.

Now the Labour Party’s ex-
pensive fast-track expulsion
machine (the National Con-
stitutional Committee — NCC)
has set dates for the first batch
of purges. 13 Lambeth council-
lors and Vauxhall Labour Party
member Steve Nally will have
‘disciplinary’ hearings in July.

The timing of the hearings
means that they could be the
last socialists expelled during
Kinnock’s regime or the first
victims under John Smith’s
leadership. To remind you of
some of the facts... In March
1991, the NEC laid charges of
‘conduct prejudicial to the
party” and suspended 13 Coun-
cillors and two Party members
from activity.

This followed two special
council meetings. One was
called to oppose using Poll Tax
bailiffs and the other con-
demned the Gulf War. After-
wards, the Kinnockite Labour
Coordinating Committee
(LCC) cried ‘intimidation” to

Cde James Knapp: Outlook’s
favourite bureaucrat
the party executive (NEC).

These smears were use to
launch an ‘inquiry” which tar-
geted 13 councillors who had
not only supported the council
Labour group’s policy against
the Gulf War and Poll Tax
bailiffs, but had also voted
against cuts in the past.

They are also attacked for
suggesting a dialogue with
SinnFein councillors. Nally and
Fernandez are fingered for their
role in the anti-Poll Tax cam-
paign.

Thesuspension of the council
leader, deputy leader, chief
whip and mayor, was effective-
ly a coup against the coundil
leadership to further the ambi-
tions of the LCC. Walworth
Road'’s press office have aided
an avalanche of vicious
newspaper attacks and
launched a sustained smear
campaign within the Party.

To many, their ‘guilt’ is a
foregone conclusion and it

Lobby against
the witch huntl

Lobby the first of the Lambeth
hearings

Bring banners

Wednesday 15 July
8.30 am
Greater London,Labour Party,
Charles St, N1

Page2 July11;,1992 - No.25

simply remains for the NCC to
‘rubber-stamp’ it. The prosecu-
tion case is a scruffy batch of
photocopied council minutes
(some obtained illegally!) out-
lining how councillors have
voted in the last six years. Char-

ges even include launching a-

defence campaign.

Desperateto winthe election,
the Labour leadership wrongly
believed that it could form a
government by winning ‘re-
spectability’ in the eyes of the
establishment. With Labour’s
general election defeat, this
new realist strategy has clearly
failed.

Now attempts to shift the
party further to the right, in
order to realign the centre of
British politics, will not only re-
quire a severing of the party’s
union link, but inevitably a
renewal of the witch hunt to
distance the party from
socialism.

The purge has done nothing
for Labour’s electoral prospects
inLambeth either. Recent coun-
cil by-elections have been very
bad for the Party, even though
Regional Office has excluded
anyone who opposes the
suspensions or who is remotely
on the left from selection con-
tests.

Lambeth Against the Witch-
hunt are campaigning for the
charges to be dropped. The rail
workers’ union RMT has defied
the suspension by electing Greg
Tucker, one of the suspended
councillors, as a delegate to
Labour Party conference. RMT
leader Jimmy Knapp isn’t
happy!

Support has also been won
from across the London regions
of the TGWU and white collar
union MSF, as well as the
Southern Region of the RMT.
This needs to be built on across
the country. We need to build a
united campaign against the
witch-hunt, which fights for all
socialists threatened by the pur-

es.
Requests for speakers etc.
should be sent to the Campaign
Against the Witch hunt, 56
Ashby House, Loughborough
Road, Brixton, London, SW9
7SL (071 733 3403).

Step up
campaign for
united left

IN THE WAKE of Labour’s election defeat, the need for a stepped up
co-ordination of the left has become increasingly obvious. As John
Smith is elected Labour leader, the push in the entire leadership of
the labour movement is fo the right.

Smith as party leader will champion the Maastricht accords, and put his
weight behind a review of Labour’s links with the unions. With the merger
of the AEU and EETPU, the Eric Hammond leadership is back in the TUC
strengthening the weight of already dominant new realism.

Socialist Outlook has argued for a long time that what is needed is a
fighting left co-ordination which stretches across the labour movement, the
mass campaigns and the movements of the oppressed.

It involves building unity between socialists inside and outside of the
Labour Party; and in particular strengthening the organisation of the left
inside the unions.

As afirst step towards to building fighting left unity Socialist Outlook has
given strong support to the Socialist Movement. Parts of the Socialist
Movement have been very effective, in particular the Socialist Movement
Trade Union Committee, and its exemplary Unshackle the Unions cam-
paign.

Butitis now clear that on its own the Socialist Movement cannot act as
the kind of umbrella co-ordination which is needed. Sections of the Socialist
Moment have developed a completely diversionary debate on building a
‘red-green party’. And its paper Socialistis increasingly disorientated.

The political basis for such a party does not exist. If it were created it
would be smaller than the SWP o
Militant and have no united politica
basis. Nonetheless the Socialist |3
Movement can become an important
part of a new left regroupment.

The June Leeds conference or-
ganised by the Socialist Campaign
group brought together 500 Labour ,
Party activists determinedtofightback |&
against new realism. But the political |§
and organisational outcome of the |&
conference was very weak.

At the same time Ken Livingstone
has announced the formation of a ‘Socialist Forum’. As yet however this is
a very unknown quantity with a weak organisational base.

The moves towards reorganising the left represent the response to
Labour's election defeat; however there is a limited window of opportunity
for camrying through a left regroupment. The mood of resistance and
determination must be capita:ised on now.

The first thing is clarity on the political basis on which a new left could
be built.

A new left regroupment must combine fighting all shades of the new
realist right wing, with building campaigns against ine key Tury attacks.

Key campaigns in the next period must include opposition to the new
Tory anti-union laws and new management techniques, building anti-racist
and anti-fascist campaigns, supporting Scottish self-determination and
fighting inside the labour movement to defend the trade union links with the
Labour Party.

Opposition to the Maastricht treaty must be a plank of left unity.

The new bosses’ Europe, with its plans for economic harmonisation with
the deflationary diktats of the Bundesbank, means a huge attack on workers
across Europe.

In October the Conference of the Left organised by the Socialist Move-
ment will offer a unique opportunity to rally forces not in the Movement and
put forward the basis for a wider unity. To do this of course the Socialist
Movement has to decide that it wants a new fighting unity.

This involves making a decision about what kind of organisation the
Socialist Movement wants to be. For some, the legacy of ‘Beyond the
Fragments’ networking dies hard. According to this conception, the Socialist
Movement is a forum for socialists to get together and discuss.

Debating socialism is fine. But in itself it won't frighten the right wing or
the ruling class. In the end fighting left unity only has any usefulness of i
sets itself the target of renovating the labour movement; and that means
an activist, campaigning orientation.

There is of course no magical formula for building unity in the
left.Genuine differences over strategy and objectives cannot be wished
away. But disunity and lack of organisation substantially weaken the left's
impact.

s;his is nowhere more true than in the unions. In a union like NALGO,
soon to become the biggest part of the UNISON super union, the strong
left wing has been incapable of building a viable broad left.

Mind-numbing sectarianism by the SWP and Militant have constantly
sabotaged the prospects for unity, until today the ‘Broad Left' is an SWP
front organisation.

The same story is repeated in many areas of the labour movement. It
can be changed, provided we remember the watchword of the mast famous
Cuban leader: ‘division in the face of the enemy was never an intelligent or
revolutionary tactic’.

Ken Livingstone MP




Editorial
Choosing Labour’s new leader

Imagine...

IMAGINE the following scenario.
In a certain country the mass party
of the working class loses its fourth
successive election. As a result the
party leader resigns. The can-
didates for his post openup a huge,
wide-ranging and comradely
debate about socialist perspec-
tives, investigating the fundamen-
tal causes of the party’s defeat.
The party, re-enthused by this
flowering of socialist creativity, and
buzzing with new ideas and strategies,
is determined to learn past lessons and
boldly reorganises itself to combat the
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But Gould is slap bang in the middle
of new realism, a Kinnockite to the core.
Prescott has made noises about the im-
portance of the unions, but never once
spelt out in detail his conception of the
party’s links with the unions.

In the long term John Smith as leader
will only push the party further to the
right. Coalitionism is not on the agenda
now, but as the next general election ap-
proaches pacts with the Liberals will be
at the centre of the agenda. |

The old Kinnockites, bereft of ideas,
will be in the long term defenceless
against the extreme right wing of the
bureaucracy — the Hammonds, Lairds

hated capitalist government, full of
confidence and determination.

Sound familiar? Only up until the end of the
second sentence; the rest is a dreamland fan-
tasy a million miles away from today’s Labour
Party.

Next Saturday week, the election of John
Smith will be completed. And if the actual
election seems to have arrived suddenly, it is
because next to nothing has happened be-
tween the announcement of Kinnock’s resig-
nation and the election itself.

Indeed the only event of significance has
been the campaign of Ken Livingstone and
Bernie Grant, prevented by obviously un-
democratic rules from being official can-

Cementing a right-wing succession

didates.

John Smith is the sole surviving MP from the
69 who voted against the party line in 1973 to
ensure Britain’s entry into the Common
Market. All the others are dead or no longer
MPs.

Almost certainly Margaret Beckett will be-
come deputy leader.

In these stitched-up elections socialists can
only abstain; there is no political basis for sup-
porting any of the official candidates. Among
sections of the left there has been a desperate
attempt to find reasons for supporting either
Bryan Gould or John Prescott.

and Jordans — who want to turn the
Labour party into a British version of the
US Democratic Party, a simple capitalist party.

Eventually only a revival of the left will
prevent this development. But in today’s con-
ditions a left which sticks to activism in the
constituencies will be incapable of rebuilding
anything.

The response to the election of Smith has to
be the building of a fighting and united left
across the labour movement, in the Labour
Party, the unions and the mass campaigns.
Without it, the evacuation of working class
politics from the Labour Party will proceed
apace.

No to armed intervention in Yugoslavia

THE SEIGE of Sarajevo by Serbian
militias has been a heartless and brutal
affair. It is the culmination of Serb
nationalist aggression unleashed on
Croatia, Bosnia-Herzegovina and
Slovenia by the degenerate Milosevic
regime in power in Belgrade.

ocialist Outlook has argued for a year that
despite reactionary nationalism on all sides,
the primary responsibility for the spiral into
bloodshed lies with the decision by Milosevic
and his cronies to utilise nationalism to stay in
power in Serbia.

Turning point

The turning point in the fraught relations
between the different republics was the
military repression of ethnic Albanians in
Kosovo in the late 1980s. This of course was
the policy of Milosevic.

When Slovenia and Croatia declared inde-
pendence in 1991 the only possible response
for socialists was to support their right to
national self-determination, and to oppose
Serbia’s military attacks.

There was one important qualification
which had to be made to that. Socialists cannot

curred.

sevic unleashed Serb nation

support the idea of an ‘ethnical-
ly pure’ Slovenia or Croatia. The
rights of the Serbs in these
republics, their right to live
there, without national oppres-
sion and harassment, had to be
defended.

This was not the response of
the reactionary Tudjman
leadership in the Croat capital
Zagreb. Tudjman and com-
pany, as well as some of the
right-wing Croat militias, did
their part in turning the
legitimate struggle for self-
defence into an ethnic combat.
Massacres of Serbian civilians,
although not on the scale of
Milosevic’s butchers, have oc-

It is a real tragedy that inter-
ethnic strife has now been un-
leashed on Bosnia-Her-
zegovina, where Croats, Serbs
and Muslims have lived
without conflict for decades.
Again the prime responsibility
lies with Milosevic.

But once the conflict started,
the Croat leadership played its
role in Milosevic’s game, turn-
ing on the Muslim community
and trying to conquer Croat
zones in Bosnia.

The EC and the United Na-
tions Have been under pressure
to take action to stop the
slaughter and suffering in

Sarajevo. Part of that pressure
has been the demand for
military action, even the use of
US aircraft, against the Serbian
forces.

The relief effort must be sup-
ported. At one level there ap-
pears to be no strict boundary
between the relief effort and
military intervention. Canadian
UN troops have secured
Sarajevo airport; and the planes
coming into Sarajevo with relief
supplies have to be defended.

But thereis a clear distinction
between the use of minimal
force to defend the relief sup-
plies and secure their distribu-
tion, and a US or EC attempt to

use military force to impose a
political solution.

There are no imperialist
knights in armour who could be
unleashed to defend the com-
munities — Serb, Croat or Mus-
lim - currently under threat, or
guarantee national self-deter-
mination. )

When British troops went in
to Ireland in 1969 they went os-
tensibly to defend the Catholic
ghettoes being savaged by
Protestant mobs and police.
That they soon turned on the
nationalist ‘community
surprised some people, but was
a predictable result of the fact
that British imperialism had its

.- No.25 -~July 11,1992

own agenda, not identical to
defence of the Catholic ghet-
toes.

The way forward for the
republics in ex-Yugoslavia has
been shown by the growing
peace movement against
Milosevic in Belgrade. Only
recognition of the right to self-
determination, and above all
the stopping of the war, will
recreate the basis for co-opera-
tion between the peoples of the
area.

Imperialist intervention will
not bring about these objec-
tives; in the long-term it would
only frustrate them.

- -Page3




ocialist

UTLOOK

Home News

In a massive display of
solidarity and strength,
30,000 lesbians and gay
men marched in Lesbian
and Gay Pride on 27
June. Up to 100,000 took
part in the festival which
followed in Brockwell
Park, making it the largest
Pride ever.

Some of the racist
overtones of ‘Europride
‘92’ had been removed as -
a result of work by
anti-racists, but the event
retained the theme, and
much work remains to be
done in winning the
lesbian and gay
movements to a
campaigning,
internationalist direction,
Building the Lesbian and
Gay Rights Coalition
demonstration on 31
October is the next
objective.

PHOTO: Paui Mattson

Victory in sight for Birmingham NALGO

Victory seems certain for 450
Birmingham NALGO
workers on strike for two
weeks over under staffing at
neighbourhood offices.

e dispute stems from the
council’s decision to extend its
neighbourhood office network
from 39 to 64 offices without
employing more workers.

Shortage of staff has also hit
housing workers, burdened
with increased work though the
poll tax. Housing workers
were compelled to become in-
volved in an ‘interview service’
for ‘off the street’ inquiries at
the neighbourhood offices.

NALGO members hit back
with limited industrial action
on 15 June, but an attempt to
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victimise workers taking in-
dustrial action at Washwood
Heath Housing Office led to an
all-out strike from 16 June.

The strike was called off on
30 June following council com-
mitments on more staff.

No illusions

NALGO branch officer Mar-
tin Tolman said: ‘We have won
a victory here, but weshould be
under no illusions. Manage-
ment will probably give extra
staff to the neighbourhood of-
fices through redeployment
within the existing workforce.

‘This dispute tells us a lot
about how Labour councils are
dealing with the local govern-
ment crisis and their own staff.

LSend to Socialist Outlook, PO Box 1109, London N4 2UU __!
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For much of this dispute we
were faced with a council refus-
ing to negotiate.

‘Labour councils are just im-
plementing cuts; for workers
thereis little difference between
having a Tory or Labour coun-
cil. The previous “dented
shield” strategy is in tatters.

‘The strategy of telling
workers nottorock theboatand
wait for the election of a Labour
government has been proved to
bedisastrously wrong. Withthe
re-election of the Tories, Labour

councils either have to fight the
government or attack their own
workers.

‘There is little doubt what
their choice will be. Even's in
Birmingham, Islington and
many other local authcrities
show us what the reality of the
situation now is. Local govern-
ment workers now have a mas-
sive fight on their hands to
prevent the destruction of tens
of thousands of jobs and defend
services.’

politics’
RECENT articlesin Socialist
Outlook have given a dis-
torted account of the new
‘queer politics’ and failed to
address the key material is-
sues which gave rise it.

First, the question of lan-
guage... Languageis powerful,
as anyone who has been called
a queer, a slag or a nigger will
testify.

The feelings that flow
through your body in times of
abuse touch you to the core.
And the issue of how you
respond is crucial to your
whole pride and dignity.

When you're called a queer,
you can’t engage in some lin-
guistic debate about how ‘the
word is gay’. That is fine in the
security of meetings, but is
completely useless on the
street or in the playground.

Defiance

You must either claim the
word for yourself defiantly, or
else deny it to your shame.
There is no other choice.

The terms ‘gay and lesbian’
are relatively powerless,
precisely because they are the
terms of polite society. On the
street, where it counts, where
the struggle is engaged, the
term is ‘queer’.

In defence of ‘queer

IN OUR last issue, Rebecca
Flemming argued that the
movement towards a new
conception of ‘queer politics’
was a retrograde step, an
apolitical move away from the
struggle for lesbian and gay
liberation.

Here TOBIE GLENNY takes up
the debate, arguing that itis a
positive move, bringing
together a coalition of the
sexually oppressed.

1t is the language of the op-
pressor, the language of
power. That is why many of us
claim it for ourselves.

But there is another issue at
the heart of queer politics, and
that is unity.

In the mid-1980s lesbian and

ay politics got taken over b
§’§g};1t-on’ cﬁque, who tried tg
define the terms ‘lesbian and
gay’ to the exclusion of half of
the movement:

- Lesbian and ga oups
that included bisegxzalgrmerlx)\-
bers were excluded from les-
bian and gay venues.

- Lesbian and gay sado--
masochists were excluded
from demonstrations and

meeting places, and subject to
vicious attack.

- Transvestites and
transsexuals were rejected and
ridiculed.

~ -Many others who didn’t fit

into the nice, neat categories of
‘right-on’ lesbian and gay
identity were made to feel
completely unwelcome.

Consequently a large num-
ber of those who had identified
as lesbian and gay stopped
seeing the lesbian and gay
movement as belonging to
them and looked elsewhere.
And elsewhere was queer.

Diversity

Queer politics is a politics of
diversity. It reaches beyond
the old definitions of ‘lesbian
and gay’, seeking to draw
together in struggle all those
who identify as sexually op-

ressed.

If the right-on minorities
want to be involved in queer
politics, then that’s fine.If they
want to carry on alone, then
that’s fine too.

But either way they should
stop lamenting the fact that
those they sought to exclude
are now reorganising themsel-
ves, independent of right-on
control.
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strike
back!

By Bob Smith,

Birmingham GPMU

SWEAT-SHOP workers in
Birmingham have launched
a fight-gack for unionrights.
After one worker was sack-
ed for protesting at exces-
sive overtime, the
workforce, predominantly
Punjabi women, voted u-

Sweat-

women
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UTLOOK

PHOTO: Mark Salmon

Union news

nanimously for all-
out action.

The workers are fighting for
recognition of their union, the
GMB, by Burnsall Ltd, an
electroplating firm in Smeth-
wick. _

They are also demanding
their colleague’s reinstate-
ment; equal ‘fay for women -
they are paid £20-£30 less per
week in the plant; an end to

Fighting back - Bursall workers want equal pay and safe cbnditians

excessive overtime; and
res(gect for health and safety.

n strike since June 15, the
workers have also lodged 11
claims for equal pay and called
for the establishment of a joint
management/ union Safety
Committee.

Recent visits by the Health
and Safety Executive (HSE)
have found that guidelines in
the use of dangerous chemicals

~ frequently wused in
electroplating — were being ig-
nored. A GMB survey of the
workforce found many were
suffering symptoms associated
with the use of chemicals
without adequate protection.
The vrorkers ﬁave faced
racist harassment from the
white management and at-
tempts to recruit strike-
breakers from outside, but the

action has remained solid. Su
ort has been growing in the
ocal labour movement, with
stewards from public sector
uiieié)ns NALGO and NUPE
ing support.
P Spgelalgers %}:)m/ messages of
support & donations to: Joe
Quigley, GMB, Will Thorne
Hse, 2 Birmingham Rd,
Halesowen, W.Midlands B63
3HP. Tel: 021 550 4888.

Peter Hathﬁeld: ﬁm privatisation

Miners ready
for action

MINERS’ LEADER Arthur
Scargill sounded the alarm at
the NUM annual conference
in  Scarborough: the
fightback against privatisa-
tion has to start now.
Scargill mapped out a
strategy for all-out resistance to
privatisation, Eroposing a joint
campaign with rail workers to
thwart the Tory plans. The
NUM executive proposal, over-
whelmingly supported by
delegates, insisted on a cam-
paign including ‘any action
necessary’ to stop the sell-off.
But the miners” plan came
under attack from Labour ener-
spokesperson Frank Dobson.
obson argued ‘I suspect we
may not be able to avoid it
(privatisation) for much
longer...We would be failing in
our duty if we did not give some
thought to how best to minimise
the damage.’
The defeatist speech drew a
blistering response from the
Zer ‘Once we begin
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privatisation is inevitable’ he
said.

It was only Scots and Welsh
delegates who abstained on mo-
tions opposing management
buy-outs and dealing with
private companies. Retiring
NUM General Secretary Peter
Heathfield warned them that
any move towards acceptance
of privatisation would show
that the NUM was a ‘paper
tiger’.

The miners’ leaders didn’t
move an inch over the rationale
for a nationalised coal industry.
Scargill pointed out ‘If we were
to scrap nuclear power, sto
coal imports and stop the ‘das
for gas’, the British taxpayer
would be £2.3 billion per year
better off.

It was also announced that
plans are afoot to reclaim more
than £500 million in EC grants
to the coal industry if privatisa-
tion plans go ahead; and to im-
mediately take legal action to
recoder £800 million lost to the
miners’ pension fund through a
management ‘contributions
heliday'.

T — - ————

By a NALGO activist

London local government workers
are stepping up action in defence
of jobs. NALGO branches in Is-
lington and Newham are mobilis-
ing against redundancies
threatened by the local Labour-run
councils.

Islington council, the fiefdom of
Margaret Hodge, has announced that
a new redundancy and redeployment
plan is to be imposed. Where posts
are cuts there will be no guarantee of
a job. But this is not the worst of it.

Targets for redundancy are to be
selected on the basis of workers’ sick-
ness and disciplinary records and so-
called ‘performance criteria’. Quite
what these criteria willbe is a mystery
— since Hodge’s minions haven't
managed to work them out yet.

Islington NALGO has started the
fightback with a campaign of strike
action by 'key workers’ — sections of
the workforce who can cripple key
council functions. Both Poll tax and
Housing Benefit staff are now on in-
definite strike.

But the campaign is escalating.
Now they are preparing to bring out
the whole 2,500 strongbranch inaan
escalating campaign of industrial ac-
tion.

In Newham NALGO members
have been on strike since January
against redundancy. The council, fol-
fowing in the footsteps of Camden
Council's treatment of its social
workers, has refused to re-employ
five Poll Tax workers despite 15
vacancies in the section. Housing
Benefit workers are also now on strike
against redundancies.

It's not that the council are
strapped for cash — higher managers
had a £10,000 bonus last year, and
£2 million has been set aside for
redundancy payments. But argu-

London local government

NALGO fights
redundancies

ments to uss the cash to keep people
in work have fallen on deaf ears. In-
stead the council have threatened the
strikers with the sack.

Following the threats, Poll Tax
workers returned to work. But other
members are still taking action, and

Bashing the workers - Islington’s
Margaret Hodge

the NALGO branch is balloting for
all-out strike action in their support.
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US elections

Disillusion spawns G
right-wing monster

By Patrick Baker
THE DEATH-KNELL of the
two-party dictatorshig?
Maybe. Butto bereplaced by
what?

Ross Perot’s twenty-odd
point lead in the opinion polls
signals the massive disillusion
across US society with both
Democrats and Republicans, a
disillusion that erupted into
open rebellion in the riots that
swept Los Angeles just a few
weeks ago.

Independent

It is the first time in many
years that there has been a
serious independent challenge
to the party candidates for
President. Perot’s inde-

pendence, his religious fun-

International News

damentalism and his claim to
be an “apolitical candidate, out-
side the system’ have found an
echo across broad swathes of
the American people.

But beneath his glitzy,
populist style lies a political
animal that may prove infinite-
ly more dangerous than either
of the established parties. It is
not for nothing that he has been
dubbed by the liberal New
Republic ’...the closest ap-

roximation of fascism ever to
ave a real shot at the Oval Of-
fice.”
Definition

Perot has assiduously
avoided defining his policies.
But his close association with

Oliver North, McCarthy’s
cronies and his past practices in

' Embarassed by Clinton’s abandonment of black vote: Jesse Jackson

EDS, the company on
which his fortune is
founded, give some
pretty clear indicators.

‘Do not hire gay
people; alcoholics are
slobs; do not hire any
recovering alcoholics;
do not hire anyone with
mental problems..”.
These are the guidelines
he laid down for EDS’
prospective employees.

It is no great surprise
- but in some ways, en-
couraging - that he is
least popular among the
poor, women and black
people. At least his most
direct victims can spot
the enemy.

But if Perot is clearly
the enemy, it’s hard to
say who is the friend.
Democrat candidate Bill
Clinton, now leading
George Bushin the polls,
hasinthe pastclaimed to
be the candidate for

black people. And the
Democrat traditionally
picks up the majority of black
votes.

Ditched

This may be the election that
bucks the trend. After much
soul-searching — or rather vote
searching — Clinton has decided
that his best hope lies in chasing
the ‘middle ground’. Black

Perot: fundamentalist fruitcake?

eople, labour and the poor are
to be ditched in favour of the
yuppie vote.

This is no quiet strategic
move, confined to the smoke-
filled rooms of the Democrat
HQ. Clinton decided that to win
the yupdpie vote, he had to say it
outloud and clear. And he pick-
ed about the most provocative
place imaginable to do so, at a

rally with Jesse Jackson where
he was expected to announce a
‘shift to the left’ in his' cam-
paign.

So the mass of US voters are
once again offered Hobson's
choice. No candidate is remote-
ly on their side. The only dif-
ference is that now one of them
is not only viciously right wing,
but a proto-fascist.
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Three years after Tiananmen Square, China’s
ageing bureaucracy is in deep trouble. Political
struggles within the party are intensifying over
market reforms, while the democratic opposition
is again beginning to organise.

ZHANG KAI of the Hong Kong trotskyist
journal October Review reports.

IN EARLY 1992, Deng
Xiaoping embarked on a
visit to the south to press his
views and confront dif-
ferences within the Party
leadership on the question
of further economic reform.
Inall, Deng branded opposi-
tional ideas as ‘leftist’. In this
latest round of confrontations,
differences are highlighted.
On the question of differen-

tiating what is capitalist and
what is socialist, Deng’s three
criteria aredifferentfromthose
proposed earlier by Jiang
Zemin.

In 1991 Jiang said ‘An
economy of Chinese-style
socialism must insist on
having as its backbone the
socialist public ownership of
the means of produc-
tion...these should not be
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Deng deepens Chine

privatised...market regulation
can function under the
guidance of the state plan’.

But in 1992 Deng says the
criteria should be ‘whetheritis
advantageous to strengthen-
ing the overall power of the
socialist country and whether
it is advantageous to improv-
ing the people’s livelihood’.

Deng is obviously prag-
matic in his idea of develop-
ment of productivity and reck-
less in overlooking the fact that
many privately-run
enterprises operating under
the law of the market claim
‘socialist’ nature.

Deng said ‘whetheritisa bit
more of the plan or a bit more
of the market is not the essen-
tial distinction between
socialism and capitalism.” The
distinctions between
capitalism and socialism are
blurred and their contradic-
tions reconciled.

Deng is rallying support
from high-ranking military
leaders and local bureaucratic
cadres to compel some party
veterans to go along with his
proposal of accelerating
reform. However, before his
speeches were circulated tothe
entire Party and bureaucracy,
the Party Central did some
editing and deleted some for-
mulations.

What had been deleted in-
cluded: “‘Whoever is not com-
mitted to the reform must step
down’; the naming of Deng

Liqun, Song Ping and Li Shim-
ing for criticism; and critical
words directed at some
‘veteran comrades in very high
levels of the Party’.

Li Peng’s Government
Work Report made one or two
months later included much of
what Deng said, yet made no
mention of Deng's critique of
the ‘left’. "We must be vigilant
againstthe right’, butthemain
questionisto guard against the
‘Teft”.

After much argument, the
phrase was finally added into
the Report after a vote was
taken by the National People’s
Congress. Still, in Li Peng’s
report, the three criteria were
modified to become the
‘criteria for defining the suc-
cess or failure of the reform’.
Differences continue to sur-
face.

When confronted with resis-
tance from all sides in launch-
ing the economic reform, how-
ever, Deng has to resort to
exploiting different forces to
give him support.

With growing differences in
the ruling strata and surfacing
out of the differences after
Deng's visit to the south, some
space has opened up for the
people’s dissent and activities
to revive.

On April 5, about 40 stu-
dents from Qinghua and Beij-
ing Universities, pinning small
white flowers on their clothes,
went to Tiananmen Square in

se divisions

two batches to 1}:ay homage to
the people’s heroes at the
Monument. Though they were
stopped, the act was symbolic.

Some time earlier, Han
Dongfang, theformer leader of
the now outlawed Beijing
Workers Autonomous Federa-
tion filed in an application for
a parade.

This also indicated a change
in the political atmosphere
among the people. And the
Preparatory Committee of the
Beijing Free Trade Union’ dis-
tributed propaganda material
about the organisation’s ap-
peal to set up independent
trade unions.

The acceleration of the
economic reform is leading to
further sacrifices demanded of
the workers, whose right to a
job and reasonable wages is
undermined. More resistance
from the workers is expected
to evolve.

Three years after the 1989
crackdown of the democracy
movement, the regime is still
painstakingly attempting to
stabilise its rule. It has come
under serious pressure from
domestic difficulties, factional
power struggles and the im-
pact of the drastic changes in
eastern Europe and the Soviet
Union.

Signs of people’s resistance
are emerging here and there,
presaging an important strug-
gle yet to come.
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